THEORY   OF  THE   PROLETARIAT
of the slave, the owners of the beast of burden, took
responsibility for its life in their own naked self-
interest* They fed, housed, and rested it; they kept it
alive and fit for work. But the capitalist had no such
responsibility for the proletarian. Economically, his
attitude towards the proletarian was not different from
his attitude towards the horse or the slave: it was
simply to get the most work out of the instrument of
production at the minimum cost. But whereas he
had to pay, cash down, for the horse or the slave, he
merely hired the proletarian. More of his kind could
always be had for the asking, provided the capitalist
was prepared to pay the wage. That indeed was
roughly regulated by the necessities of sheer subsis-
tence, while the work lasted; but when the work was
over, so was the capitalist's responsibility. It was a
system of systematized irresponsibility of man for his
fellow-man*
So that, by a providence which others might call
divine but which was for Marx simply immanent in
the process of history, at the very same moment that
the material conditions of a new and fuller life for the
poor had been created, there had simultaneously and
by the same historical necessity occurred an annihila-
tion of the last vestiges of social reality in the Christian
ethic: the last pretence of any real responsibility of
man for his fellow-man had vanished from society.
The structure of society was now avowedly based on a
concrete repudiation of any such responsibility:
indeed that repudiation was the nexus of the new
economic society of Capitalism.
39